A proposal appears elsewhere (Taxon, in press) to reject the name Mucuna nigricans (Lour.) Steud. As set forth there, the taxon referred to earlier
var. nzgricans cannot be considered as referable to this name since it is absent from Vietnam, the country from which Loureiro described Citta nigricans. In fact it has no name available even though it is not uncommon and is fairly widely distributed.
Before it can be formally described its taxonomic status needs reassessment. In 1984 (loc. cit.) I considered it to be distinct from M. hainanensis Hayata at varietal level. However, recent examination of most of the available material from throughout the geographical range of both taxa shows a very constant difference in fruit morphology; in addition the elucidation of the above nomenclatural confusion indicates that the two entities do not, as previously thought, show geographical overlap in Indochina. Instead, M. hainanensis occurs in Thailand, Vietnam, Hong Kong and Hainan, while "M. nigricans auctt." has a disjunct distribution, occurring both to the West (Indian subcontinent, Burma) and to the East (Philippines). It therefore seems worthy of recognition at subspecific level.
The same recent work has shown that the differences previously listed (Wilmot-Dear 1984) for leaf and flower morphology between these two entities do not hold good throughout the geographical range of M. hainanensis sensu stricto. It shows also that the variety hongkongensis (also described in loc. cit. 1984) cannot be considered distinct from M. hainanensis sensu stricto, since it falls within the range of variation of the latter as shown in Indochina. 
